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further back than the dawn of sentiency in living things. I
understood it simply of that particular date in the indefinite
process of evolution, and not of anything like a remoter pre-
ordination: It was precisely because I knew how little com-
patible was such an idea with your whole doctrine, that I spoke
of your having 'a mystery on your hands,' when you found the
connexion between life-promoting action and pleasant sensation
to be no later than the initial point of consciousness. The law
seemed to crop up suddenly, without explanation. Here (as I
have already said) you have quite a right to pull me up and tell
me that, if I will only go back to your insentient biology, I shall
find the explanation: for there, life-promoting actions have
already driven off all competing tendencies and appropriated
the vegetal functions to themselves. That, when consciousness
steals in, its agreeable pole lies in the life-promoting acts and its
disagreeable pole in the detrimental, is only the same biological
fact, with a developed predicate, which makes it also psycho-
logical.

In this view, pleasure and pain seem to fall into their right
places as they ausc, the sifting process having been performed
behind the screen, ere they emerged as feeling : and a psycho-
logist who supposed any agreeable sensation to be c at variance
with welfare' I should expect you to accuse of playing truant
from biology. I had supposed that your history of conscious life
began with and from the law of determinate adjustment which
Darwin, on the other hand, woiks out as its ulterior stage,
through sentient experiments of elimination and self-definition.
But the whole process, in botn instances, I conceived to be kept
strictly within the limits of the principle of evolution.

Indulge me with this Postscript.   I send it only because, as a
mere personal explanation, it needs no answer.
I remain,

Yours very sincerely,

JAMES MARTINEAU.